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Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Aiden Sockman, Nicolas Talbott,
Tal n Reeves, Jaquice Tate,
John Does 1-2, Jane Doe, and
Equality California

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

AIDEN STOCKMAN:; NICOLAS
TALBOTT; TAMASYN REEVES;
JAQUICE TATE; JOHN DOES 1-2;
JANE DOE; and EQUALITY
CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiffs,
V.

DONALD J. TRUMP, in his official
capacity as President of the United
States; JAMES N. MATTIS, in his
official capacity as Secretary of Defense;
JOSEPH F. DUNFORD, JR., in his
official capacity as Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff; RICHARD V.
SPENCER, in his official cag?cny as
Secretai{y of the Navy; RYAN D.

MCCARTHY, in his official capacity as
Acting Secretary of the Army;
HEATHER A. WILSON, in her official

capacity as Secretary of the Air Force;
and ELAINE C. DUKE, in her official
capacity as Acting Secretary of
Homeland Security,

Defendants.

CASE NO. 5:17-cv-01799-JGB-KKx

STIPULATION TO EXCEED
PAGE LIMITS FOR BRIEFING
IN CONNECTION WITH
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
AND DEFENDANTS’ MOTION
TO DISMISS

STIPULATION TO EXCEED PAGE LIMITS




Plaintiffs Aiden Stockman, Nicolas Talbott, Tamasyn Reeves, Jaquice Tate,
John Does 1-2, Jane Doe, and Equality California (collectively, “Plaintiffs”) and
Defendants Donald J. Trump, James N. Mattis, Joseph F. Dunford, Jr., Richard V.
Spencer, Ryan D. McCarthy, Heather A. Wilson, and Elaine C. Duke (collectively,
“Defendants,” and along with Plaintiffs, the “Parties”), by and through their
respective counsel, hereby stipulate and agree as follows:

WHEREAS, Plaintiffs have advised Defendants that they intend to bring a

motion seeking a preliminary injunction (the “Preliminary Injunction Motion™) in
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this action;

10 WHEREAS, Defendants have advised Plaintiffs that they intend to bring a
H motion to dismiss (the “Motion to Dismiss”);

12 WHEREAS, the Parties agree that good cause exists for an extension of the
13 page limit for briefing in connection with the Preliminary Injunction Motion and
14 Motion to Dismiss because this case and the claims asserted therein involve
15 numerous complex claims and issues, including challenges under the Due Process
16 and Equal Protection Clauses of the Fifth Amendment; and

17 WHEREAS, the Parties have met and conferred, and agree that the following
18 extensions of this Court’s page limits will enable them adequately to address the
19 arguments in connection with the Preliminary Injunction Motion and the Motion to
20 Dismiss: (i) Plaintiffs’ Preliminary Injunction Motion — 35 pages; (ii) Defendants’
21 combined Motion to Dismiss and opposition to the Preliminary Injunction Motion —
22 45 pages; (ii1) Plaintiffs’ opposition to Motion to Dismiss and reply in support of the
23 Preliminary Injunction Motion — 40 pages; and (iv) Defendants’ reply in support of
24 the Motion to Dismiss — 20 pages.'

25

26

27 |4

The parties are meeting and conferring on a proposed briefing schedule for
78 || the Preliminary Injunction Motion and Motion to Dismiss and intend to present a
proposed schedule for the Court’s consideration in a further stipulation.
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STIPULATION TO EXCEED PAGE LIMITS




! THEREFORE, THE PARTIES STIPULATE, AGREE, AND JOINTLY
2 REQUEST THAT this Court entered the Parties’ accompanying proposed order
3 extending the page limits in connection with briefing on the Preliminary Injunction
4 Motion and Motion to Dismiss.
Z Dated: October 2, 2017 LATHAM & WATKINS LLP
7
By _ /s/ Amy C. Quartarolo
8 Amy C. Quartarolo
9 Attorneys for Plaintiffs
10
11 | Dated: October 2, 2017 UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
12
13 By __/s/ Ryan Bradley Parker
14 Ryan Bradley Parker
15 Attorneys for Defendants
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ATTESTATION STATEMENT

Pursuant to Local Rule 5-4.3.4(a)(2)(1), | attest that all other signatories
listed, and on whose behalf the filing is submitted, concur in the filing’s content

and have authorized the filing.

Dated: October 2, 2017 LATHAM & WATKINS LLP

By __ /s/ Amy C. Quartarolo
Amy C. Quartarolo

O© 00 3 O W B~ W N =

—_
S

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

AIDEN STOCKMAN; NICOLAS
TALBOTT; TAMASYN REEVES;
JAQUICE TATE; JOHN DOES 1-2;
JANE DOE; and EQUALITY
CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiffs,
V.

DONALD J. TRUMP, in his official
capacity as President of the United
States; JAMES N. MATTIS, in his
official capacity as Secretary of Defense;
JOSEPH F. DUNFORD, JR., in his
official capacity as Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff; RICHARD V.
SPENCER, in his official caRIacity as
Secretaﬁf of the Navy; RYAN D.

MCCARTHY, in his official capacity as
Acting Secretary of the Army;
HEATHER A. WILSON, in her official

capacity as Secretary of the Air Force;
and ELAINE C. DUKE, in her official
capacity as Acting Secretary of
Homeland Security,

Defendants.

CASE NO. 5:17-¢cv-01799-JGB-KKx

gPROPOSED ORDER ON
TIPULATION TO EXCEED
PAGE LIMITS FOR BRIEFING
IN CONNECTION WITH
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
AND DEFENDANTS’ MOTION
TO DISMISS

[PROPOSED] ORDER ON
STIPULATION TO EXCEED PAGE LIMITS




The Court, having reviewed and considered the parties’ Stipulation to Exceed
Page Limit in connection with Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction (the

“Preliminary Injunction Motion”) and Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss (the “Motion

to Dismiss”™), and for good cause appearing, the Stipulation is APPROVED.

The following page limits shall apply in connection with briefing on the
Motion:

(i)  Plaintiffs’ Preliminary Injunction Motion — 35 pages;

(1)) Defendants’ opposition to the Preliminary Injunction Motion and
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Motion to Dismiss — 45 pages;

10 . :

(i11)) Plaintiffs’ opposition to the Motion to Dismiss and reply in support of
11

the Preliminary Injunction Motion — 40 pages; and

12

(iv) Defendants’ reply in support of the Motion to Dismiss — 20 pages.
13
14
15

Dated: October , 2017

—_
(@)

Hon. Jesus G. Bernal
United States District Judge
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